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REMARKS 

Claims 1-12 are pending. Claims 1-12 stand rqected 

Claims 1, 5-9, and 12 have been amended. No new matter has been added. 

Claim 1 2 is objectedto because "claim 1 2 i s i ncomplele. It ends in a comtna 
instead of a penod ... The two 'Vhereii, clauses do not lead to a grammaticaUy correct 
sentence." 

Applicant, through his attorney, wishes to thank the examiner for his observation 
regarding the form of this claim and has amended eta 12 to more clearly state the 

invention. 

Having amended claim 1 2 to remove the objected to language, applicant submits 
that the examiner's reason for objecting to this claim has been overcome and the 
objection is no longer sustainable. AppUcant respectfully requests that the objection be 
withdrawn. 

Claims I to 6, 8 and 1 0-12 have been rejected pursuant to 35 USC 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Klakow ("Selecting Articles ftom the Language Model Training Corpus." 
It is the examiner's position that Klakow discloses each and every element of the subject 
matter claimed. 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element recited therein is expressly 
or inherently described in a single prior art reference. AppUcant respectfully disagrees 
with, and expUcitly traverses, the examiner's reasons for rejecting the claims. However, 
in the interest of advancing the prosecution of this matter, applicant has elected to amend 
independent claims 1, 7, 8. and 9 to more clearly state the invention. More specifically, 
the claims have been amended to state that the process is teiminated when "a predefined 
criterion achieves a substantially minimum value." Support for this amendment may be 
found in page 4, line 31 of the instant application. 
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With regard to independent claim 1, this claim, as amended, recites: 
A method of generating a language mode) for a speech 
recognition system, 

wherein a first text cojpus is gradually reduced by one or 
various text corpus parts in dependence on text da^ ofan 
application-specific second text corpus until a Si^, text 
con,us is obtained from iterations of reductions of the first 
text corpus according to predefmed criterion achieving a 
substantially minimum value, and 
in that the values of the language model are generated on 
the basis of tlie final text corpus. 

Klakow, as read by applicant, evaluates methods for selecting articles ftom a huge 
training corpus to foxm a good training corpus for a task described by a target test 
Klakow evaluates nnigram selection criteria and bigram selection criteria with regard to 
one-pa^ reduction and iterative reduction. However, Kalkow fails to teach that the 
iterative reduction of the first text corpus continues until "a predefmed criterion achieves 
a substantially minimum value," as is recited in claim 1 . 

Having shown claim 1, as amended, includes claimed subject matter not found m 
the reference cited, applicant submits that claim 1 is patentably distinguishable over the 
prior art. Applicant respectfully submits that the reason for the examiner's rejection of 
the claim has been overcome and the rejection can no longer be sustained. Applicants 
respectflilly requests reconsideration, withdrawal of the rejection and allowance of the 
claim. 

With regard to claims 2-6, these claims ultimately depend from claim 1, which 
has been shown to be allowable. Accordingly, claims 2-6 are also allowable by virtue of 
their dependency upon an allowable base claim. 

With regard to claim 8, the examiner rejected this claim citing the same reference 
in rejecting claim I . Hence, the applicant's remarks made in response to the examiner's 
rejection of claim 1 are also applicable in response to the examiner's rejection of claim 1. 
In view of the amendments made to claim 8, which ^ similar to those made with regard 
to claim 1, and the remarks made with regard to the rejection of claim l,whichare 
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,^ea.edhcreini.«sponse«th.rei«6onofclaim8.appUc»«mb»«*at*. 
„.„,i„e.,r.asonf6rr^.c«ng=Ute,8c.nnoloo6«b.s»3.am=d. " 

,cues« reconaidcr..™, witt*a»- ot^ «i»c«on and ,Uowan« of the 

withreg»cdtoclaima)0-12,fl.es=claim.i«iusys.emathatimplement«.e 
„emods ,cd.«lmctaimala.d 8. Aafteexanunerhas^ecudta^c Claims citogthe 
.am=.f««^™edtar.^ectogc.ai„-ala„d8>eapp,ica:u.n:»,a*.„adcu>reapc.^^ 
to*eex»,.inei-»«jecti<mof=lataa 1 and 8 ar. also applicable iaraaponse»*e 
e^i^ert r^ecdon of clain« 10-12. Accorfingly, i. view of fl.e remaAa n-ade ^ 
„«rd lo flie reiecaon of claima 1 and 8. wM* are repeated herein in respome to the 
xeiection of claims 10-12, applicant aubmita fl-a, the exanriner's reaaoB. for re,eet,ng 
claima 10-12 have been overcome and .he rqjecUon can nc longer be auatamod 
AppHcantreapectfuUy requests reconaidcraHon, ^»ithdr.wal of the rqectioa and 
allowance of the claims. 

Claims 7. 9 and 12 have been rejected p.u«uant to 35 USC 102(e) as being 
^ticipated by Ratnaswany (USP No. 6,188,976). It is the cxanriner's position that 
Ramaswamy discloses each and evcxy elen-ent of the subject matter claimed. 

With regaid to claim 7, Uiis claim recites: 

7 A method of generating a language model for a 
speech recognition system wherein a text corpus part of a 
^ven first text corpus is graduaUy extended by one or 

Various other text corpus parts of the first text corpus m 
dependence on text data of an application-specific text 
corpus to form a second text corpus that is iterativcly 
extended until a predefined criterion acb eves a 
substantially minimum value and in that the values of the 
language model are generated while the second text corpus 
from the last iteration is used. 

Ramaswamy, as read by appUcant, discloses a method and apparatus for building 
a domain-specific language model. 'H.e process may be repeated iteratively until the 
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. .n«ntv In the process taugbt by Ramaswamy 

djKamically vanes witB e« B ^acceptable, another 

.ee. updatea. its .uaUty .3 — ^"jr ^I^''^'^ «-«0,. Ran^-^n. ^Us «, 

~rr.r::s;;s'r:r»« » ..^e^ea . 

a Of exttactioos an. a satis^ctor, -^Uty, i.e ^^^^^^^ 

iltion, Accoraingly. R^s-y cannot be said to an.e,p«e 7 because 
K^aswanv doses not disclose each and every clement claimed. 

„::!.s.o»nc,a^7.asan^aed>c,udesclaln.«.subicct.na.t.notf„^^^^ 

..ereferencecited.app«c..snbn,it.tha.cUin.nsna.en.ab,ydis.n^^^^^^ 
Cited prior a„. Applicant .^Uy submiu that the reason tor ^ «ta»»cr s 
LpectM,yre,ues.s.ec<,nsidcr.tio..»ithd,a™lof.her^ect.onandanow^ceofthe 



claitn. 



Cl»ms 1. 2, 5/1, 5/2. 6/S/l, 6/5/2, 8, 10 and U are rejected pursuant 35 USC 
103<a).sbcmg««patentJ=leov.rRa«asamyinvie»ofBanda.^. 

Acl«n>edinv«,Uonisprimafacieobvics»henthreeb.s.cer,tena„e-nC. 

Pi,st..heren.us.i«son»^^esticn or n,o«v«icn, either inthercft^oethe^^^^ 

n „1 .cnowledge .enerally available to one of ordinary s«« in the art, to nrod* 
reference or«> combine the teachings ^.erei. Second, there must be a reasonable 
;ii„nofsuccess.And,tbird.theprior^refe^o. — rcferenccsmu. 

teachorsusBeslaOHo':'^"!™'"'"'"- , .„„,. 

Applicant r«pectfi>lly disaetees »i.h. and expliciUy traverses the exammcr s 
reasons for r^ectingtheclain^becausethepresentiuvcntion is not Obvious in vi^^^ 

references cited Ramasw»ny in combination »i.h B».dar. f^ls to d»close or ,ugg«t 
al, fl,e elements of ba^ cUims 1 or 8, as the combination «ls to disclose or s»ggo« the 
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"Ilea on . «=d co^u. c— m^^' -i" <° 

wHH ^cc. « an «ous«= di««.ce, Howev«. cc«bi.at,o„ of «f=r=nc« 
«.d<.>e suwesl aU of the elements recited in claims I and 8. 

------- r:rrj:rr::!:r.o». 

reasons for the examiner's rejections of fteclamsna f,fc,^„aon 
.esnsUine4AppUc.n.,.sp=c.fU,lvrc,.es.sreeonside««on,.«harawa.ofmer^cc.ion 

and allowance of die claims. „ « r 8103(al over 

Claims 3. 4, 5/3, 5», 6/5/3 and 6/5/4 stand rqected ™ier 35 US.C.§103(a) over 
Kamaswaniyinvie.cfB«.araaaapp,i«..o claims. .nd2,aadfu«her,nv,ewo, 
Klakow Applicants respectfully traverse this gcoimd of rejection. 

Xn Idon, it is respecfclly ^bmi«ed .ha. the comhinadon of Ramaswamy, 
B^daxa and Klal»>w are no. comhinahle, and assuming -^'l^^'' ^^^^Z 
^gges. die Claimed inv»ition even if diey were. For example. «,e combination hows 
J„amy discloses ^eradns a langna^ mode, has«d on a seed c,^. 
„ adomain, ,he«asK«.ow discloses selecting articles ^^^'^^.'^l'^^ 
allegedly discloses adspHng a size of a language model to an acousne dis^ice. t is 
^.^Uy snhmined that none of «ie instant claims would have heen oh^ou, to 
p3 of ordinary skill in the art at the dm. of invention with l.nowledgc of th. 
combination of applied references. 

NotwithstandiBg die amendments and made remarks herein, appUcart reserves the 
right to submit an English translation of the German application no. 10014337.7, which 
applicant claims the benefit of its eariier filing date, to overcome the examiner's reasons 
for rejecting the claims. 

Having addressed the eacaminer-s objections and rejections under 35 USC §§ 102, 
103, applicant submits that for the amendments and remarks made herein the reasons for 
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nnr^ no loneCT bc sustam©d. Applicant 
- ^ ^« v,*vp heen overcome and can no LoagcT 

lespectfully requests reconsidei^tion, witBora 
Notice of Allowance. 

^.ir, that the examiner beUeves roay be resolved via 

for the filing of tWs AmcDdment ai^d Respond- 

RespectfuUy submitted, 

Dan Piotrowski 
Registration Mo. 42,079 



a 

below. 



No fees are believed necessary 



Date: September 7, 2004 




By. ^ ,• ♦ 

Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 44,069 



Mail all correspondence to: 

DanPiotiowski, RegistraUonNo. 42.079 

US PHILIPS CORPORATION 

P.O. Box 3001 ^ 
BriarcUffManor, NY 10510-8001 

Phone: (914) 333-9624 
Fax: (914)332-0615 
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